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Petition for Cancellation

Notice is hereby given that the following parties request to cancel indicated registration.

Petitioner Information

Name K2 Professional Services Inc.
Entity Corporation Citizenship Georgia
Address 396 Sutherland Place
Atlanta, GA 30307
UNITED STATES
Name K2 Professionals, Inc.
Entity Corporation Citizenship Georgia
Address 396 Sutherland Place
Atlanta, GA 30307
UNITED STATES
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chenn@Kkilpatricktownsend.com,bbrewster@kilpatricktownsend.com,rgordon@Kki
Ipatricktownsend.com,tmadmin@kilpatricktownsend.com,ksullivan@kilstock.com
Phone:404-815-6500

Registrations Subject to Cancellation

Registration No 3531241 Registration date | 11/11/2008
International NONE International NONE
Registration No. Registration Date

Registrant Fionnoel AG

Grabenstrasse 25 CH-6340 Baar

SWITZERLAND

Goods/Services Subject to Cancellation

Class 035.

All goods and services in the class are cancelled, namely: Employment agencies, recruitment of
personnel, consultancy in human resources management

Class 042.

All goods and services in the class are cancelled, namely: Consultation and advisory services for
computers, consultation in computer software, design of computer software

Grounds for Cancellation

Torres v. Cantine Torresella S.r.l.Fraud

808 F.2d 46, 1 USPQ2d 1483 (Fed. Cir. 1986)

Other

Trademark Act section 2(d)based on common-



http://estta.uspto.gov

law trademark
Registration No 3524403 Registration date | 10/28/2008
International NONE International NONE
Registration No. Registration Date
Registrant Fionnoel AG

Grabenstrasse 25 CH-6340 Baar

SWITZERLAND

Goods/Services Subject to Cancellation

Class 035.
All goods and services in the class are cancelled, namely: Employment agencies, recruitment of
personnel, consultancy in human resources management

Class 042.
All goods and services in the class are cancelled, namely: Consultation and advisory services for
computers, consultation in computer software, design of computer software

Grounds for Cancellation

Torres v. Cantine Torresella S.r.l.Fraud 808 F.2d 46, 1 USPQ2d 1483 (Fed. Cir. 1986)

Other Trademark Act section 2(d)based on common-
law trademark

Attachments Petition for Cancellation.pdf ( 6 pages )(17975 bytes )
Exhibit A - Complaint with Exhibits.pdf ( 18 pages )(287961 bytes )

Certificate of Service

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of this paper has been served upon all parties, at their address
record by First Class Mail on this date.

Signature /R. Charles Henn Jr./
Name R. Charles Henn Jr.
Date 01/06/2011




IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TR IAL AND APPEAL BOARD

K2 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES INC.,
and K2 PROFESSIONALS, INC.,
Cancellation No.

Petitioners,
Registration Nos.: 3,531,241 and
VS. 3,524,403

FIONNOEL AG,

Registrant.

PETITION FOR CANCELLATION

Petitioners, K2 Professional Servicesc.In(*K2 Professional Services”), and K2
Professionals, Inc. (“K2 Pra$sionals”), both Georgia corpormatis located and doing business in
Atlanta, GA, 30307 (hereinafter “Petitioners™are and will be damaged by the continued
registration of the K2 PARTNERING SOLUTION®ark, U.S. Trademark Registration No.
3,531,241, and the K 2 PARTNERING SOLUTIONS Design mark, U.S. Trademark
Registration No. 3,524,403, and therefore petition to cancel same.

As grounds for this Petition, Petitioners allege that:

1. Since 2001, prior to the filing date dhe applications for Registrant’s
registrations, K2 Professionalsshprovided consultant services to help clients implement and
improve their supply chain solution software rtgaularly in connection with SAP modules,
under the mark K2 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES. R®ofessional Services has been in the
same business since 2003. Petitioners havg@mguccess in the SAP consulting business.

2. Petitioners have used the mark RROFESSIONAL SERVICES continuously

since 2001 in connection withein consulting services.
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3. The public and the trade are familiar with Petitioners’ K2 PROFESSIONAL
SERVICES mark and identify it with Petitiorser By reason of thigdentification, services
associated with the mark are understood by théqabd trade to be marketed and provided, or
authorized by, Petitioners.

4. Upon information and belief, the curresmwner of Registrant’'s K2 PARTNERING
SOLUTIONS mark, U.S. Trademark Regation No. 3,531,241, and the K 2 PARTNERING
SOLUTIONS & Design mark, U.S. TraderkaRegistration No. 3,524,403, is Fionnoel AG, an
Swiss corporation with a business locatiminGrabenstrasse 25, CH-6340 Baar, Switzerland
(hereinafter “Registrant”).

5. Upon information and belief, the dpgations for both Reg. No. 3,531,241 and
Reg. No. 3,524,403 were filed based on Lanhach § 66(a), 15 U.S.C. § 1141f(a), on
November 14, 2007, claiming a priority date olyJil, 2007. Both registrations issued within
the last five years.

6. Registrant’'s K2 PARTNERIG SOLUTIONS mark is registered in Class 35 for
employment agencies, recruitment of personoehsultancy in human resources management,
and in Class 42 for consultation and advisory ises/for computers, consultation in computer
software, design of computer software.

7. Registrant's K 2 PARTNERING SOLUTIOSI & Design mark is registered in
Class 35 for employment agencies, recruitmanpersonnel, consultancy in human resources
management, and in Class 42 for consultationaahvisory services for computers, consultation

in computer software, design of computer software.

US2000 11949443.2



8. Petitioners own superior trademarkhis in the K2 and K2 PROFESSIONAL
SERVICES marks, based on priority of use linoa part of the United States, over any rights
owned by Registrant.

9. On Oct. 20, 2010, Registrant sued Petiéirs for trademark infringement and
related causes of action iretiistrict of Massachusetts,W@liAction No. 1:10-cv-11787-NMG.

A copy of Registrant’'s Complaim that action is attached &xhibit A.

10. Registrant alleges and admits in itsngwaint (Ex. A, 1 16) that the Parties’
respective marks both feature tentical element K2 as a prament portion of the marks.

11. Registrant alleges and admitsits Complaint (Ex. A, T 16) that Registrant’'s and
Petitioners’ marks are used in conti@e with identical services.

12. Registrant alleges and admits in its Complaint (Ex. A, § 17) that there is a
likelihood of confusion between Registrant’s and Petitioners’ marks.

13. Registration Nos. 3,531,241 and 3,524,403 are less than five years old.

14. To the extent Registrantalegation and admission tkelihood of confusion is
correct, Reg. Nos. 3,531,241 and 3,524,403 shoutdbecled pursuant taanham Act 88 2 and
14, 15 U.S.C. §§ 1052(d) and 1064(1).

15. On information and belief, at the time Registrant filed its applications and
represented to the PTO that, under 15 U.8§.€141(5), “no other person, firm, corporation, or
association, to the best of [digant’s] knowledge and belief, has the right to use such mark in
commerce either in the identical form of the markn such near resemblance to the mark as to
be likely, when used on or in connection witle goods of such other person, firm, corporation,
or association, to cause confusion, mistakejemeption,” Registrant was aware of Petitioner’s

use of the K2 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES rkhand priority of rights therein.
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16. On information and belief, the repretsions Registrant made to the PTO on
November 14, 2007 were false.

17. Oninformation and belief, Registrant knévat the representations were false and
made those representations with the intent to deceive the PTO.

18. On information and belief, Regrant knowingly made material
misrepresentations to the PTO to procure Reg. Nos. 3,531,241 and 3,524,403.

19. The PTO relied on Registrant’s falsepresentations in issuing Reg. Nos.
3,531,241 and 3,524,403.

20. The PTO would not have issudteg. Nos. 3,531,241 and 3,524,403 but for
Registrant’s fals representations.

21. Registrant’s actions in the guurement of Reg. Nos. 3,531,241 and 3,524,403
constitute fraud, thereby invalidatirigeg. Nos. 3,531,241 and 3,524,403. Accordingly, Reg.
Nos. 3,531,241 and 3,524,403 should be canceled in their entirety pursuant to Lanham Act § 14,
15 U.S.C. § 1064(3).

WHEREFORE, Petitioners request the Boardsistain this proceeding in Petitioners’
favor and to cancel Reg. Nos. 3,531,241 and 3,524,40@ Commissioner is authorized to
debit Kilpatrick Townsend & Stockton LLP’s deposit account no.11-0860 if there is a

deficiency in the required fee.

US2000 11949443.2



January 6, 2011.

US2000 11949443.2

/R. Charles Henn Jr./

William H. Brewster
bbrewster@Kkilpatricktownsend.com
R. Charles Henn Jr.
chenn@kilpatricktownsend.com
Katharine M. Sullivan
ksullivan@Kkilpatricktownsend.com
KILPATRICK TOWNSEND & STOCKTON LLP
1100 Peachtree Street, Suite 2800
Atlanta, Georgia 30309-4530

Tel: (404) 815-6500

Fax: (404) 815-6555

Attorneydor Petitioners



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that a copy of the attach®&TITION FOR CANCELLATION was served on
Registrant and Registranterrespondent of record onnieary 6, 2011 via first class mail

addressed to:

Fionnoel AG Lawrence E. Abelman
Grabenstrasse 25 CH-6340 Baar Abelman Frayne & Schwab
Switzerland 666 Third Avenue

10th Floor

New York, Ny 10017

R. CharlesHenn Jr./
Attorney for Petitioners

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL

| certify that a copy of the attacheB P TION FOR CANCELLATION is being filed

electronically with the TTAB via ESTTA on January 6, 2011.

R. CharlesHenn Jr./
Attorney for Petitioners
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS

FIONNOEL AG, and K2
PARTNERING SOLUTIONS, INC.

Plaintiffs,
V. CIVIL ACTION NO.

K2 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES INC,,
and K2 PROFESSIONALS, INC.,

Defendant.

COMPLAINT AND JURY DEMAND

Fionnoel AG (“Fionnoel”), and K2 Partnag Solutions, Inc. (“K2 Partnering”)
(collectively, “Plaintiffs”), bring this civil action against K2 Bfessional Services Inc. (“K2
Professional Services”), and KZofessionals, Inc. (“K2 Bfessionals”) (ollectively,

“Defendants”).

THE PARTIES
1. Plaintiff Fionnoel is a Swiss corporatioritiva place of business at Grabenstrasse
25, CH-6340 Baar, Switzerland.
2. Plaintiff K2 Partnering is Delaware corporation with place of business at 112

Water Street, Suite 502, Boston, MA 02109.

3. On information and belief, Defendant KR2ofessional Services is a Georgia
corporation with a placef business at 396 Sutherland Place, Atlanta, GA 30307.

4, On information and belief, Defendant IR2ofessionals is @eorgia corporation

with a place of business at 386therland Place, Atlanta, GA 30307.
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JURISIDICTION

5. This is an action for trademark infringent and unfair competition arising under
the laws of the United States, namely the Lanham Act, 15 U.S.C. 8884, Therefore, this
Court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S§8.1331 and 1338. In addition, Fionnoel is a Swiss
corporation, and K2 PartneringasDelaware corporation, while both Defendants are Georgia
corporations, and Plaintiffs sedemages associated with the dé of services and injunctive
relief associated with on-goirggales of services believed to gpeater than $75,000. As a result,
jurisdiction is also proper under 28 U.S.C. § 133drisdiction over the state law claims is
proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1367.

6. Venue is appropriate under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b).

7. On information and belief, Defendants affervices in Massachusetts under and
in connection with marks that Plaintiffs asgaftinge their rights. These infringemenister
alia, arise from services providdy Defendants in Massachttsan connection with the
infringing marks, including services proviiéo The Gillette Company, a Massachusetts
resident. In addition, Defendants maintaiwebsite, accessible in Masbaisetts, advertising
Defendants’ services in relation to the inffing marks. This Cotitherefore has personal
jurisdiction over Defendants.

BACKGROUND

8. Fionnoel is a well-respected licensor of rghtlating to the provision of services
concerning employment agencies, recruitnadtersonnel, consultancy in human resource
management, and consultation related to coerpwgnd computer software. Fionnoel’'s business
is to license others to perform these and otheices under trademarks and service marks that it

owns. K2 Partnering is a subsidiary compamnd one of Fionnoel’s licsees. K2 Partnering

2110446-1 2
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provides services related to employment ages) human resourcesresulting, and computer
consulting in association with the K2 family mfarks. In particular, a large part of K2
Partnering’s business consists of providingt8gs, Applicationsrad Products in Data
Processing (“SAP”) consulting in assdma with the K2 family of marks.

9. At least since the late 1990s, Fionnaad/@r its licensees have used marks
incorporating the word K2 in association withrious employment agency, human resources,
and consulting services, incligj SAP consulting. Such servica® sold under the K2 family
of marks, which includes K2, K2 PARTNERIN&OLUTIONS, and K2 IT CONSULTANTS.
Fionnoel's licensees have offered and performeti services under the Kamily of marks in
the United States since at least 2000. Undens$e from Fionnoel, K2 Partnering has offered
such services under the K2 family of tk&in the United States since late 2003.

10.  Through Plaintiffs’ efforts and diligencesikK2 family of marks has become well
known and services, including SAP consulting &&y, are currently sold throughout the United
States under those marks. Millions of dollars@ivices have been sold under the K2 family of
marks exclusively by Fionnoel and/or its licees@ver the past decade, to many hundreds of
customers.

11. By virtue of the longstanding popularity the K2 family of marks and its
expanding continuous use throughout the UnitedeStand elsewhere for a wide range of
services, Plaintiffs’ rights in the mes, both statutory and at common laver alia for SAP
consulting have become exceptittpaaluable property rights.

12.  Fionnoel also owns two United States traddaregistrations for the K2 family of
marks: Registration No. 3,531,241 2 PARTNERING SOLUTIONS in classes 35 and 42 for

employment agencies, recruitment of persontmisultancy in human resource management,

2110446-1 3
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consultation and advisory services for computesgsultation in computer software, and design
of computer software; and Registratido. 3,524,403 for K2 PARTNERING SOLUTIONS and
logo in the same classes and fa §ame services. (Exhibits A-B).

13.  Through extensive marketing, advertising, and sales Fionnoel’'s K2 family of
marks has become well known, and the serviclesis@ssociation with these marks have
acquired significant good will and a reputation for quality.

14.  Since long prior to the earliest relevaaite upon which Defendants have used
their infringing marks, Fionnoel has authorizedl licensed others, inding K2 Partnering, to
manage the provision, promotion, marketing, adsied, and sale of SAP consulting and other
services under the Kiamily of marks.

15.  Oninformation and belief, K2 Professionals was formed in 2001, and K2
Professional Services was formed in 2003. At spmat after Plaintiffs’ first uses of the K2
family of marks in commerce, Defendariitegan offering SAP consulting services.

16.  On information and belief, long after Fionha@d its licenseesstablished rights
and substantial reputation and fame in the KRiffaof marks, Defendants began offering their
SAP services under the mark K2 PROFESSIONFHRVICES. Defendants’ use of this mark
contains a leading, identifying gam (K2) which is idetical to Plaintiffs’ marks. In addition,
Defendants often also use the K2 portion in a dbffie color than the st of the mark, thus
highlighting that portion. Fuhner, the rest of Defendantsse, PROFESSIONAL SERVICES, is
the same number of words as the wordgs difte K2 portion of Plaintiffs’ mark K2
PARTNERING SOLUTIONS; the two words in bothassbegin with the same letters (“p” and
“s"); the words have an almost identical numbesyifables; and they describe similar concepts.

Moreover, Defendants use their mark in assamatiith SAP consulting services, an identical

2110446-1 4
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service to one for which Plaintiffs use their Karks. An example of Defendants’ use is

attached as Exhibit C, and shown below:

K2 Professional
Services

17.  On information and belief, Defendantsse of K2 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
has caused and is likely to conie to cause confusion amonger@ant purchasing consumers for
the parties’ services, especially in the SAP ating field. Relevant consumers are likely to
assume that Defendants’ services are provided or sponsored by Plaintiffs, or that the businesses
and marks are commonly controlled.

18.  On information and belief, Defendis’ adoption of K2 PROFESSIONAL
SERVICES as a mark for SAd®nsulting services commencetth the full knowledge of the
prior use and substantial fametbé K2 family of marks ownely Fionnoel, and with the intent
to trade on the good will previouslytablished by Fionnoelnd its licensees.

19.  On information and belief, Defendants con to sell and advertise for sale SAP
consulting services under the K2 family ofnke thereby attemptiniyp capitalize on the good
will in the K2 family of marks, owned by Fionnoel long prior to Defendants’ adoption of those
marks.

20.  Plaintiffs’ common law and ggstered rights in the K2 family of marks for SAP
consulting services long pre-dddefendants’ uses of the K2 fadynof marks for SAP consulting
services.

21. Defendants’ use of the K2 family of marks is likely, when used in association
with its services, to cause conims or mistake or to deceiv@rsumers, who are likely to think

that such services originate with or are associated with Plaintiffs.

2110446-1 5



Case 1:10-cv-11787-NMG Document 1  Filed 10/20/10 Page 6 of 11

22.  Defendants could not validly establish riglim the K2 family of marks for SAP
consulting services, since any use of thosekaor such services by Defendants was an
infringement of Plaintiffs’ rightsn the K2 family of marks.

23.  Plaintiffs placed Defendants on actual notice of the similarity and likelihood of
confusion between their uses of their newly addpnarks and Plaintiffs’ K2 family of marks.

24.  Despite such notification, Defendants digarded Plaintiffs’ rights and continue

to sell infringing services.

COUNT |
(Trademark Infringement Under 15 U.S.C. § 1114 and Common Law)

25. The allegations of Paragraphs 1-dbwee are incorporated by reference.

26.  Fionnoel owns United States TradekBRegistrations numbered 3,531,241 and
3,524,403, and has common law rights in the K2 fawifilgnarks. K2 Pdnering is a licensed
user of those marks.

27. Defendants use colorable imitations of Fionnoel's K2 family of marks in
commerce as their service marks and in assoniatith its sale anddvertisement of SAP
consulting services similar to or identicalthe types of services sold by K2 Partnering (a
licensee of Fionnoel) under Fioniisek2 family of marks.

28. Defendants’ use of the imitations istiout permission of Fionnoel and is likely
to cause confusion or mistake or to deceibefendants are therefore liable to Fionnoel for
trademark infringement under 15 U.S.C. § 1114 and at common law.

29.  Upon information and belief, suchauby Defendants knowingly and willfully

trades on the good will established by Fionnoeligmnlicensees in its K2 family of marks.

2110446-1 6
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30. Fionnoel has been damaged by such conduwenh amount to be determined at
trial.

31. Unless stopped by an injunction, Defendabthavior will continue and will
cause Fionnoel to suffer irreparable harm forclhithere is no adequate remedy at law.
Therefore, Fionnoel is entitled tojunctive relief. It is ado entitled to damages for the

infringement.

COUNT 1l
(False Designation of Orign Under 15 U.S.C. § 1125(a))

32. The allegations of Paragraphs 1-3bwe are incorporated by reference.

33.  Plaintiffs’ K2 family of marks is remgnized for quality in the SAP consulting
services industry.

34. Defendants provide their SAP consulting segs to a similar class of retailers
and consumers as K2 Partnerargl Fionnoel and its licensees do.

35.  Oninformation and belief, Defendants’eusf a service mark confusingly similar
to Plaintiffs’ K2 family of marks has the effeat associating Defendants their services with
Plaintiffs’ K2 family of marks in the minds @he purchasing public, thelry trading off the good
will acquired by Plaintiffs.

36. Defendants’ actions are likely to cause cmndn or mistake, or to deceive as to
the affiliation, connection or association of Dedants with Plaintiffs as to the origin,
sponsorship or approval of Defemdisi services by Plaintiffs, ¢éitling Plaintiffs to relief under
15 U.S.C. § 1125(a).

37.  Plaintiffs have been damaged by such conduct in an amount to be determined at

trial.

2110446-1 7
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38.  Unless stopped by an injunction, Defendabthavior will continue and will
cause Plaintiffs to suffer irreparable harmidich there is no adequate remedy at law.
Therefore, Plaintiffs are entitled to injunctivdieé They are also entitled to damages for such

false designation of origin.

COUNT 1l
(Common Law Unfair Competition)

39. The allegations of Paragraphs 1-3®wee are incorporated by reference.

40. By the above-described conduct, Defenddratve engaged in unfair competition
under common law.

41.  Plaintiffs have been damaged by such conduct in an amount to be determined at
trial.

42.  Unless stopped by an injunction, Defendabthavior will continue and will
cause Plaintiffs to suffer irreparable harmvidich there is no adequate remedy at law.
Therefore, Plaintiffs are entitled to injunctivdieé They are also entitled to damages for such

conduct.

COUNT IV
(Unfair and Deceptive Trade Practces Under Mass. Gen. L. ch. 93A)

43. The allegations of Paragraphs 1-4idee are incorporated by reference.

44. Defendants are, and were at all velet times, engaged in commerce in
Massachusetts, as set forth above.

45. Defendants’ acts as described hereinabove constitute unfair and deceptive acts

and practices in violation of Mass. Gen. L. ch. 93A.

2110446-1 8
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46. Oninformation and belief, Defendantsifair and deceptive acts and practices
occurred primarily and substially within Massachusetts.

47.  Oninformation and belief, Defendantgts as described hereinabove were
willful and knowing.

48.  Plaintiffs have been harmed by suchi@ts and are entitled to damages as set

forth in Ch. 93A.

RELIEF REQUESTED

For the above reasons, Plaintiffs pray that Court declare and a judgment be entered
that:

A. The Court has jurisdiction over therpas and subject mattef this action;

B. Fionnoel's asserted trademark registragi above are valid drsubsisting and are
infringed by Defendants and further that Defartddhave committed false designation of origin
and unfair competition and have violated Mass. Gen. L. ch. 93A;

C. Defendants, as well as all their agergpresentatives, employees, assigns and all
persons acting in concert or pgtiwvwith them, are preliminarily and permanently enjoined from
maintaining, using, disseminating, reproducingnpoting, distributing or otherwise using the
marks K2 and K2 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES amy mark confusingly similar thereto, and
are permanently enjoined from using therkseK2 and K2 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES, or
any mark confusingly similar thereto, as all ortpd any mark, productanfiguration, or design;

D. Defendants’ infringement, false designation of origin and unfair competition have

been willful;

2110446-1 9
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E. Defendants shall deliver to Plaintiffs or to the Court for destruction all materials
bearing the infringing marks or cofitble copies of Fionnoel’'s marks;

F. Defendants shall file and serve a mepgowriting, and under oath, setting forth
the manner and form in which they have cagpwith the Court’s order and injunction;

G. Defendants shall pay to Plaintiiay damages attributable to Defendants’
infringement of Fionnoel’'s marks and their astsinfair competition and shall account for all
gains, profits, and advantages derived thrahglse actions, but not less than a reasonable
royalty, and pay such damages authoriagdaw, including 15 U.S.C. § 1117,

H. Defendants shall pay damages, and such multiple damages up to three times
actual damages as may be awarded by the @atstiant to Mass. Gen. L. ch. 93A, 15 U.S.C. §
1117, or other applicable law;

l. Defendants shall pay Plaintiffs thegasonable costs antdlaneys’ fees under
Mass. Gen. L. ch. 93A, 17 U.S.C1817, or other applicable law; and

J. Plaintiffs shall have such otherdafurther relief as ie Court may award.

2110446-1 10
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JURY DEMAND

Plaintiffs demand a trial by jury of all issues so triable.

Dated: October 20, 2010

2110446-1

FIONNOEL AG, and
K2 PARTNERING SOLUTIONS, INC.,

By their attorneys,

/ Michael A. Albert
MichaelA. Albert, BBO # 558,566
malbert@wolfgreenfield.com
Edward-. PerlmanBBO # 394,900
eperiman@wolfgreenfield.com
HunteD. Keeton,BBO # 660,609
hkeeton@wolfgreenfield.com

WOLF,GREENFIELD& SACKS,P.C.
600Atlantic Avenue
BostonMassachusett32210

Tel. 617646.8000

Fax617646.8646
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Int. Cls.: 35 and 42
Prior U.S. Cls.: 100, 101 and 102

United States Patent and Trademark Office

Reg. No. 3,531,241
Registered Nov. 11, 2008

SERVICE MARK
PRINCIPAL REGISTER

K2 PARTNERING SOLUTIONS

FIONNOEL AG (SWITZERLAND CORPORA-
TION)

GRABENSTRASSE 25
CH-6340 BAAR
SWITZERLAND

FOR: EMPLOYMENT AGENCIES, RECRUIT-
MENT OF PERSONNEL, CONSULTANCY IN HU-
MAN RESOURCES MANAGEMENT, IN CLASS 35
(U.S. CLS. 100, 101 AND 102).

FOR: CONSULTATION AND ADVISORY SERVI-
CES FOR COMPUTERS, CONSULTATION IN COM-
PUTER SOFTWARE, DESIGN OF COMPUTER
SOFTWARE, IN CLASS 42 (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101).

THE MARK CONSISTS OF STANDARD CHAR-
ACTERS WITHOUT CLAIM TO ANY PARTICULAR
FONT, STYLE, SIZE, OR COLOR.

PRIORITY DATE OF 7-11-2007 IS CLAIMED.

OWNER OF INTERNATIONAL REGISTRATION
0944736 DATED 11-14-2007, EXPIRES 11-14-2017.

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE
RIGHT TO USE "SOLUTIONS", APART FROM
THE MARK AS SHOWN.

SER. NO. 79-046,728, FILED 11-14-2007.

SANDRA MANIOS, EXAMINING ATTORNEY
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Int. Cls.: 35 and 42
Prior U.S. Cls.: 100, 101 and 102

United States Patent and Trademark Office

Reg. No. 3,524,403
Registered Oct. 28, 2008

SERVICE MARK
PRINCIPAL REGISTER

FIONNOEL AG (SWITZERLAND CORPORA-
TION)

GRABENSTRASSE 25
CH-6340 BAAR
SWITZERLAND

FOR: EMPLOYMENT AGENCIES, RECRUIT-
MENT OF PERSONNEL, CONSULTANCY IN HU-
MAN RESOURCES MANAGEMENT, IN CLASS 35
(U.S. CLS. 100, 101 AND 102).

FOR: CONSULTATION AND ADVISORY SERVI-
CES FOR COMPUTERS, CONSULTATION IN COM-
PUTER SOFTWARE, DESIGN OF COMPUTER
SOFTWARE, IN CLASS 42 (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101).

PRIORITY DATE OF 7-11-2007 IS CLAIMED.

OWNER OF INTERNATIONAL REGISTRATION
0944735 DATED 11-14-2007, EXPIRES 11-14-2017.

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE
RIGHT TO USE "SOLUTIONS", APART FROM
THE MARK AS SHOWN.

SER. NO. 79-046,727, FILED 11-14-2007.

SANDRA MANIOS, EXAMINING ATTORNEY
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Introducing K2Professional Services

K2Professional Services provides high end specialists to help clients implement and improve their
supply chain solutions. We specialize in supply chain planning and have focused our expertise in the
SCM/ APO and BI modules of SAP.

Experienced- The K2Platinum Consultant Program

On average, our K2Platinum consultants have seven years of SAP systems implementation or industry
relevant experience. They have worked as SAP APO and BW functional and technical experts on some
of the largest and most innovative projects in the world to date, and have supported hundreds of
users in live systems.

Efficient- The K2Value Challenge

WELCOME 1'0 K2Professional Services has been able to provide highly skilled consultants at competitive rates
because of our low overhead structure and our direct relationship with clients. Our teams have worked
KE FHUFESS'UHAL SERV'GS together for over five years and can offer the benefits of a common methodology and mutual

understanding. Our principals work hands-on during client engagements. Our professionals have been
engaged directly by clients who have previously used the largest consulting firms. We know how to
assign K2Platinum and K2Professional consultants to achieve efficient and successful project
execution.

© 2004-2008 K2Professional Services
Website Designed by LogoDesignGuru.com
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